Mr.  F.  W.   Bird. 

Mr.  F.  W.  Bird,  a  politician  whose  crotch- 
ets and  whose  vagaries  have  plagued  the  Re- 
publican Party  of  Massachusetts  ever  since  it 
had  an  existence,  is  now,  naturally,  the  most 
active  leader  of  the  scanty  hand  of  "  Liberal" 
Republicans  in  the  Bay  State.  He  has  under- 
taken to  demolish  Henky  Wilson  in  the 
7'n'ftwrae,  and  in  a  recent  letter  to  the  Boston 
Post,  to  break  the  force  of  Mr.  Garhison's 
powerful  letter  to  Senator  Sumner,  by  dis- 
closing the  terrible  and  startling  fast,  which 
he  seems  to  think  entirely  new  to  the  pub- 
lic, that  the  great  abolition  leader  was  a 
disunionist  before  the  rebellion  began  ;  and. 
therefore,  according  to  Mr.  Bird,  has  no 
right  "to  road  to  Charles  Sumner  or  Hor- 
ace Greeley  lectures  upon  practical  states- 
manship." To  prove  that  Mr.  Garrison  was 
a  disunionist,  he  cites  from  the  Liberator  va- 
rious stronglv-exprcssed  passages  written  or 
spoken  by  Mr.  Garrison  in  1854, 1856  and 
1858.  in  which  tho  Union  is  denounced,  and 
the  Constitution  described  as  "  a  covenant 
with  death  and  an  agreement  with  hell." 

We  suppose  no  intelligent  person,  of 
mature  years  at  least,  needs  to  be  told  that 
Mr.  Garrison  was  for  a  long  time  in  the 
habit  of  denouncing  the  Union  and  the  Con- 
stitution, on  the  ground  that  they  were  pro- 
elavery;  but  it  is  equally  notorious  that 
w lien  the  slaveholders  themselves  attacked 
tho  Union,  and  trampled  on  the  Constitution 
of  which  thev  had  professed  to  be  the  special 
champions,  Mr.  Garrison., like  other  patri- 
otic citizens  gave  the  warmest,  support  to 
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the  cause  of  bis  assailed  country,  and  from 
that  day  to  this  has  never  uttered  a  syllable 
of  hostility  to  the  Union  or  the  Constitution. 
He  was  never,  in  fact,  bostilo  to  thera  from 
want  of  patriotism,  but  solely  from  an 
honest,  though  mistaken  conviction,  that 
slavery  could  not  be  got  rid  of  as  long  as 
they  existed. 
/  Mr.  Bird,  however,  upbraids  him  with  his 
/  theoretical  disimionisin  of  twenty-five  years 
ago,  overlooking  and  condoning  Mr. 
Greeley's  later  willingness  to  let  the 
South  go  at  a  ti?ne  when  disunion  was  a 
very  praccical  question— and,  finally,  makes 
in  his  letter  the  following  thrust  at  Garri- 
sonian  disuniouists  generally : 

"  The  impartial  historian,  in  inquiring  for  the 
causes  of  the  slaveholders'  rehelliou,  will  bo 
compelled  to  declare  that  do  man  and  no  sot  of 
mou  were  more  responsible  tor  the  war  than 
Garkison  and  his  followers." 

In  the  face  of  this  violent  attack 
upon  Mr.  Garrison,  what  shall  we 
say  of  the  fact  that  this  very  Mr. 
Bird  was  himself  the  President  of  a 
Disunion  Convention  which  assembled  at 
Worcester,  Mass.,  in  January,  1857,  and  in 
which  Garrison  and  Wendell  Phillips 
were  the  leading  orators?  A  few  months 
later,  that  is  to  say  in  July.  1857,  there  ap- 
peared in  the  Boston  Traveller,  and,  we  pre- 
sume, in  other  Boston  papers,  a  circular  be- 
ginning thus:  "The  State  Disunion  Con- 
vention, held  at  Worcester.  Mass..  January. 
1857,  [of  which  Mr.  Bird  was  President,] 
recommended  a  National  Convention,  based 
on  the  same  principles,  during  the  present 
year."  This  oircular  was  signod  by  Wen- 
dell Phillips,  William  Lloyd  Garkison, 
and— F.  W.  Bird  ! 

This  circular  was  published  July  34,  and 
was  dated  July  8.  Throe  days  before  that 
date,  on  July  5,  Mr.  Bird  addressed  a  letter, 
over  his  own  signature,  to  Mr.  Garrison's 
Liberator,  in  which  he  said :  "Accustom  the 
poople  to  look  at  disunion,  not  as  a  raw- 
boad-aud-bloody-bonos  monster,  but  as  a 
possible,  probable,  and,  iu  the  present  ten- 
dency of  things,  a  desirable  result." 

This,  we  think,  will  do  for  Mr.  Bird,  so 
far  as  disuuionism  is  concerned.  But  in  our 
researches  into  his  record,  we  find  something 
additional  to  quote  in  reference  to  his  recent 
venomous  attack  on  Henry  Wilson  as  a 
Know-nothing.  That  attack  was  made  m  a 
communication  in  Thursday's  Tribune,  in 
which  Mr.  Bird  cites  and  condemns  a  letter 
written  bv  Mr.  Wilson  in  1855.  Mark  the 
date !  Two  years  later— that  is  to  say  in 
1857— we  find  in  the  Tribune  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Bird,  over  his  signature,  dated  "East 
Walpole,  Mass.,  Juno  27,"  in  wliicb,  speak- 
ing of  Henry  Wilson,  be  expresses  his 
"entire  conviction  of  his  (Wilson's)  perfect 
smcorifcy  and  integrity,"  and  adds,  "the 
personal  relations  between  Gen.  Wilson  and 
myself  have  boen  thoroughly  cordial  and 
confidential  up  to  this  day."  In  the  same 
letter  he  again  says:  "The  relations  of  per- 
sonal  and  political  intiuiaoy  between  Major 
Burlingame  and  Wilson,  more  especially 
with  the  latter,  have  never  been  disturbed." 

And  yet,  after  this  emphatic  declaration 
of  sympathy,  personal  and  political,  as  iato 
as  1857,  Mr.  Bird  coolly  ventures  to  de- 
nounce Mr.  Wilson  for  a  letter  published 
in  1855! 
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